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wer to what is offer'g apainſt itina 
„entituled, Defence of the Vi 
4 resbyter Ordination, „„ 
n Anfwer to What Mr. offers againſt it 
ppendixe, as far as the.Djvine Right of 
Epiſcopacy or Validity of. Presbyterian Ordina- 
tion are concerned!!! ³ 
II. A Proof of the Invalidity of presbyterian Or- | 
EG dination; which may ſerve for an nſwer to 
all they have offer d on that Head. And. 


7 


7 15 Some Reflexions on the whole Contrever- 
? "with an Application to thoſe En 
Ar. Tung, Mr. Kobin * Dy. Old | 
"Rexites”” 2 8 TOY: 


Ae hac e red demon, non copitare, nec ſcire, quod 
8 in fallant. S. Opr. Epiſt. 59. Edit. Oxon. 
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publiſhing what follows, be- 


E ſo, in Juſtice to myſelf, m 

— . and e yet 1 
cannot but be concern'd, that my Adverſa- 
ries Arguments are ſuch, that they can nei- 
ther be neglected without Injury to the Wea- 


ker, nor anſwered without ſeeming tedious 
and trifling to the more Judicious Reader. 


However, I have made my Anſwers to 
them as ſhort as poſſible, and the reſt as 
| Uſeful as it is in my Power to do. And as I 
am fully convinc'd of the Divine Right of 


Epiſcopacy, and Nullity of Presbyterian Or- 


dination, ſo, as long as there are any Hopes 


" HO! 1 ſhall make no Excuſe for 
cauſe I think it my Duty to do 


&- 


5 * 
4 MEE | 


| of my doing the leaſt Service to the Publick, 


whatever the Conſequence to me may be, 


I will never ceaſe to write for the former, 


and againſt the latter, whilſt I have Eyes to 
ſce, a Hand to write, or a Head to think. 
Derby, S. Barnabas 
Day, 1716. : 
nl 
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1 E Validit of Ba 425 alminiftre by Dilſintine 

| Mini gg the gag i of refuſin ws 

i= | 0 Children ſo baptix d. 171 P. 22. By Mr. 5 | 

| H. A Defence of it, with much the; ſame Title, * P. 15 11 9. 

| III. Kefle ions on "the Lay-Man's Vindication 0 his An- 
ſwers ; being an Appendix. 1715. P. 25. 

: IV. A Vindication of Presbyterian Ordination from Fri: 

11 - pture and Antiquity, the Fadgment of the Reformye: 

| _  C(parches, and dell "of | the Charch of England, 
Printed 1714. P. 722. 

12 Defence Line 7 gg of Presbyterian Ordinati- f 
on, Kc. Lond. 1716. P. 88. 0 which 24 relate to * F 
Aube of this. | 
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1. An Aiiſwer to 4 + late Pamphler entituled, The Valli ty 
of Baptiſm adminiſter d by Diſſenti Miniſters. /» 
which what that Author hath offer'd is fully conſider d and 

1 refmed'; and ſome Propoſitions are laid donn, from which 

? both the Iwalidity o Lay-Ba tiſms and Presbyterian Or- 
dinatibnt may be fairly injerrel. 1713, F. 28. Price 
| u 7 7 75 f Anſo Wherd ſhew'd, { 

a ication of an Anſwer, &c. - 1 46 

„ + © from Mr. Shaw's own Words, that he hath not prov'd the 

1 © 2 » Validity of Baptiſm adminif er'd by Dj ei Mnifers | | 

. LE 1714. P. 28. Price Four Pence. a 

Et III. Auch ado about Nothing ; or, | Obſervation on M. | 

„ ID Shaw's err on the L 2 4 Abe 5 hit An- 

fer. Which may ſerve for an Anſwer to all Mr. Shaw 

has offer d for the . wn # Ba priſms admin _ by Diſ- EF 
W 5 Minifters. 171 5. P Price One Penny. 
1 Popery aumartd; 1 a ſhort V Indication of the F 

of England from the In Imputation of Popery ; with 

4 brief Detefton of Popiſh Tenets, held by the Precbyteri- b 

ans. 1715, FE. 8. Price Two Pence. Thefe four by 4 | 
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OF T HE 


| Lay-Man's Vindication, &c. 


HESE Gentlemen tell their Rea- 
ders *, they could ſee Nothingin 
my Reflexions worth a Reply; 
and 1 think I might, at leaſt with 
* as much Juſtice, ſay the ſame of 
5 5 their reſpective Performances: 
However, I ſhall willingly reply to their Argu- 
ments; eſpecially , ſince Mr. Shaw's are recom- 
'* mended to the Reader by three ſuch eminent 
Teachers; and conſequently, are likely to have 
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ö f grantor Influence on ſome — per- 
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| : ſons, wh 


older Diſſenting Teachers. | 9 
l come now to their Arguments, which I ſhal! 
conſider in the Order they lie in, in the Defence, 


R K K AQ N N a A „ 


le Caſe: really deſerves the utmoſt Re- 
gard, and for the ſake of whoſe Salvation I can 
freely over-look the greateſt Temporal Advan- 
tage. - 2 „„ 3 G 
And, I hope, the Reader will be ſo far from 
being prejudic'd to my Diſadvantage, on Account 


of my Youth, that he will rather thence draw an 


ent for the Goodneſs of my Cauſe, ſince 
Mt certainly be very clear, which a Toung- 


| ſter is able to defend againſt the united Force of 


theſe celebrated, and it muſt be confeſs'd much 


taking in what Mr. Shaw offers, as it naturally falls 
in with the ſame here; tho' I cannot but think him 
anſwerable too for what my other Adverſary ad- 
vances, ſince to publiſh or ſuppreſs it, was left to his 


Choice. * 


Now I had from this Author's 26th Page in- 


ferr'd, that he ſeem'd to give up Antiquity to us: 


To which he replies; T Every Reader will ob- 
* ſerve, that the Arguments hich we profeſs to 


lay the greateſt Streſs upon in this Diſpute, viz. 


18 


thoſe drawn from Scripturęe, this Gentleman 
but he is not ſiagular in thai is common to the. 
Party) has no Mind to meddle with. And be- 
cauſe we preferr Scripture Authority here before 
any other, he inferrs, that we ſeem to give ur 
Antiquity to them, Pag. 19. Adding theft 
Words: For as for his Pretence, that the Church 
of Rome might corrupt the Ancient Writers, a Deiſt 
will tel him the ſame of the New Teſtament. Ob- 
ſerve how he talks, as if the Papiſts corrupting 


6 o——. Air. 
8 


* 


* Defence, P. 5. 4 Defence, Pag. 5, 6. 5 
| e the 


1 


and I again ſay, A Deiſt will tell him the ſame of the 
New Teſtament. - _ OY 


5 


mine: Whereas Biſhop Uſher and ſeveral other 
| © Jearned Men have proved the Truth of this, be- 
© yond Contradiction, in a great many Inſtances. 


the ancient Writers, were only a Pretence of 


Nou to this | anſwer, 3 FR 
I. My Deſign was not to anſwer. every thing in 
the Vindication, but by ſome ſhort Reflexions (which 


naturally fell in with what was then on) to ſhew 


how ignorant in Antiquity this Learned Man was: 


| What he offers from Scripture is conſider'd by an- 
other Hand; * which was a good Reaſon for my 
Silence on that Head, and will anſwer all this Au- 
# thor and Mr. Shaw | ſay on this Point. I was not 


my Province, 2] 
II. Here is a groſs Miſrepreſentation : For he 


\ 


ſays, I inferr their granting Antiquity to us, becauſe 
| they preferr Scripture Authority before any other; 


whereas, it is plain I inferr'd it, becauſe, when he 


2 himſelf brings in his Adverſaries ſaying, & That 
Xt Antiquity is altogether againſt them; his only Reply 
is, That the Papiſts might corrupt the Ancient Writers: 


I 


III. A ſecond Miſrepreſentation is, his pretend- 
ing that I denied that ever the Papiſts corrupted 
any of the Fathers; whereas I ſaid no ſach thing; 
but argued againſt his pretending, that they, from 
the Power they had over the greater Part of the Chriſtian 
World, might, he never ſaid had corrupted them 
And I again anſwer, © A Deiſt will tell him the 
* ſame of the New Teſtament, and that whatever he 


—_ 28 / — — 

* See The Divine Right of Epiſcopacy aſſerted, in three Ser. 
mons, 3 By Samuel Sturges, A. M. Prebendary of Litch- 
field, Oc. „ 


4 + Appendix, Pag. 8,9. 


** Vindication, P. 26. : 
| : c can 
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© can offer for the New Teſtament, m eil 
applied to the ancient Writers. Aud theſe ( 
may ſatisfy Mr. Shaw, why J was ſilent as to Scri- I 
pture, and reconcile what be thinks an Inconſiſten - 
cy, ſince as to Lay-Baptiſm I prov'd the lavalidity BW 
of it from Scripture and Reaſon 3 as to Epiſcopacy 

I only was concern'd in Antiquity, though I never 
rejected Scripture, as he falſſy aſſerts, Page 11+ of 
es 44: 8 ninth 
Iv. Granting Spurious Pieces have been aſcribd if 
to the Fathers, and Genuine ones corrupted, He- 
reticks have done the ſame to the Apoſtles, and by 
the New Teſtament. Conſequently, according to 
theſe Gentlemens Way of Reaſoning, * The + il 
Scriptures are falſe, (or at leaſt we cannot be ſure they 
are true.) And would not theſe be Eæcellent Defen- 
ders of the Cauſe of Chriftianity, who (if they are not 
Deifis in Reality) lay down Arguments, which, if 
admitted, would deſtroy all Revealed Religion. W 
And 'tis well if their Schiſm does not at laſt end 
in Deiſm, as that of the Mont an ſts did in Mahome- WM 
taniſin or Atheiſm**: For theſe made greater Pre- 
tences to Holineſs and Reformation, and at firſt gave 
as good or better Proof of their being Orthodox ia 
the Faith than the Diſſenters generally do, ſince we 
know very little of what they believe, tho we hear Wl 
Ko much of what they do not; they generally valuing 
' themſelves more an being Proreſt ares than Chriſtians, 
onbbeing thought Enemies to Popery than Friends to 
Chriſtianity; ſo making Proteſtants odious, by re« W 


emer. it 


2 
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indication, Pag. 26. 
* An Hiſtorical Account of Montaniſm, Pag. $2, 320, 339. 
fly Book, entituled, | The Spirit of Enibuſiaſm exorciſed. | 
Long. 1709. us FF 


& 4 


preſenting 


| 1 = pe ; b „ 

5 *  . qt 9 ] | : 
. em as the beſt, who believe the leaſt 
at the Papiſt, do; in which — nſe of the Word, 2 

Bei is a much better Proteſt an than a Chrift Mie, | 

4 an Atheiſt the beſt acer! in the World. | 
But, Thanks be to GOD, the Authority of the 
riprure, and Genuineneſs of the Fathers is 1 well 
abliſh'd, that we neither need fear the Wir of 
> Deiſt, the Learning of the Papift, or impotent 
alice of the Difſenter. 

ho' I cannot but wiſh the laſt of the Three 
ud ſeriouſly conſider the Words of the Hiſto- 
concerning the Montaniſts, viz. * They 
droceeded. from one Degree to another, never 
-Opping, or knowing where to ſtop, while they 
andred from the Unity of Chriſt's Body, and 


t Kefas d to return being invited. 

fut here I cannot but take Notice of Mr. Shams 
. 4 l Wing Dr. Brett's Review of the Lutheran Principles, 
1 | a'* Book of a very malignant Tendency, though. 
Mee in Defence of the Church of England, and 


1 


are us againſt the Lutherans pernicious Er- 
fs ; ſuch as | hope even Mr. Sham will own their 
dying || the Divine Authority of a great Part of 
New: Teſtament is. For God's Sake, Mr. Shaw, 
not your Fury for a Party make you ſacrifice 
r Bible to it. Conſider, tho' we have a King 
ma Latheran Country, we are oblig'd to with- 
nd Lutheran, as well as Popiſh Errors; and the 
Pre ſo, becauſe ſeveral of the Lutheran are Po- 
+ Errors. 
come now to confider what Is offer'd to my 
Wzuments, to prove that Epiſcopacy in the third 
ntury was not Parochial, and that Tepotxic meant 
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Ibid. pag. 244. + 8 pag· * 
* Chemnici Exam. Cone. Trident. pag. $5, 56 . 


n the 
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ancient Epiſcopacy was only Parochial, ( which con 
futes our Author's Aſertion, p. 12.) Juſt ſuch | 


Dr. Maurice on this Subject. Me. Bennet's 4nſmY 


enough to conſider their Arguments. « 1 


* more inconteſtedly, more univerſally receiv 


brought it (as this Author ſays) to inform the 
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„ 
the ſame with the Ancients, as Dioceſe does nom 
For Anſwer to which, this Author deſires * m 
to anſwer Mr. Boyſe; Mr. Shaw. refers likewiſe ti 
two Books, and then ſays, Tis evident that th 


v?Y s 
_ —_ 
2 2 . 
2 7 „ 55 
1 
1 
1 
IM 


Confutation, as ( to uſe his Words) Bellarmin 
thou lyeſt. Indeed, Gentlemen, the Member 
of the Church of England don't uſe to be 
tisfy'd with ſuch Popiſh Anſwering, whatever thi 
Diſſenters may be, (who are much nearer. Pope 
both in Principles and Practice, than ſome of thee 
may imagine) but 'tis a Sign you have nothing i 
ſay for yourſelves, when you uſe ſuch. pitiful Stuff 
which wou'd ſerve a Papiſt, Few, or Mahomera® 
as well as you. Since they can refer to Authors 


7 2 4 
2 


well as you, and your Party has been as fally alf 


ſwer'd in this Point, as they have ever been. Se 


to Mr. Shepherd's Conſiderations. Mr. Binghanf® 
Antiquities, Vol. III. Book IX. Chap. 2. I ho 
theſe References will paſs for ſufficient Anſw 
to their References; and when they offer al 
Thing againſt what 1 have advanc'd, it will be tin 


* 


As for my Quotation from the Vindication of: 1 
Principles of the Cyprianic Age, viz. * That no AM 


* ticle of the Chriſtian Faith was more unanimoul 
than the Divine Right of Epiſcopacy, &c. * 
(and the Reader) what the third Century though 
of Epiſcopacy ; but as what I aſſerted, and chal 
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* Defence, Pag, 6. : | + * a . ER 
I See Engliſh Popery unmasb d, &c. n 
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n Learned Scotchman; to which they offer not 
ſe e Word in Anſwer, tho' they both had. aſſerted 
at [realy the contrary, T only rail at that excel- 
_ cot Author. Now this, I believe, will jaſtify my 
ich pnduct in this Particular; for tho? I was ſenſible, 
mSSHoks had been wrote againſt that Author, I knew 


4 d been five hundred, I had no Obligation on me 
take any Notice of them, ſince I only gave my 


Fats to ſupport my Opigion: However, if either 
IF theſe Gentlemen can bring any Thing from their 
ies, their Jameſons, their Lawders, or Boyſes, 
at will confute what that Author and I aſſert, let 
em produce it. Nay, I allow them the Aſſiſtance 
all their Learned Friends, (if they have any ſuch) 
d here promiſe to anſwer their Arguments, or 
mit to the Force of them; for I have no Intereſt 
byaſs me to any Party, nor am of any Party far- 
gr than it holds Truth; I write to convince 
hers, becauſe 1 think them in the wrong, and am 
= willing to be convinc'd by others where I am ſo 
a ſhall eſteem the litter ſo much more than the 
Irmer, by how much more my own Salvation is 
greater Importance to me, than that of others; 
Id tho? I ſhou'd neither be afſham'd to ask, nor 
i to own my Friends Aſſiſtance in order to pro- 
Wote Truth; yet my Adverſaries have hitherto 
gued fo weakly, that l have yet had none; and 


the ieir Cauſe is really fo bad, that I believe I ſhall _ 


vel ver want any: But what can excuſe this Author 
char twice practiſing y wat he won'd make me 
—Svlcy for, I ſha!) leave him to find out. 
ngd , Page 55. Defence, pag. 15, 19. | 


nonihngeck * them to diſprove, tho' in the Words of 


ere never was an Anſwer to him, tho' if there 


iaion in his Words, brought none of his Argu- 


34 Pag. | 
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ſelf from the Imputation of being ignorant of thi 


for Presbyterian Government do allow that aboy 


- [This Author denies it, + 


| Land's Time, and then all his Reflexions on thai 
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Peg. J, 10. this Author endeavours to clear him 


Opinion of the moſt Eminent Defenders of thei 
Gia Cauſe and how, well be has done it, 1 Of 


ter ſet in a clear Light. 


3 


Mr. Cantrel ſays, p. 34. the greateſt Advocate 


over the Chriſtian World. | 

Mr. Shaw ſays this is falſe, p. 117. 

— This Author owns it to be true, “ „ 
I proved it to be true, Vindication, p. 14. 
Mr. Cantrel ſays, Calvin approv'd of, and ap 
plauded ſuch an Epiſcopacy as ours is, p. 43. 


the Year of our Lord 140, Biſhops were ſettled al 


Pag. J, 8. of his Defence, he owns it. 
„ rought Calvins Wards to prove it, Vindi 
% i We! 7:5 
But now, pag. 10. he pretends Mr. Cantri 
f brought in Calvin as Patrouix ing the Divine Rio 7 
4 Dioceſan Epiſcopacy, and Nullity of Presbyteriallf 
o f | I 
 Anſw. Mr. Cantrel brought in Calvin as pleading 
for the Government of the Church of England 


Conſequently, 258 = 
If the Church of England then held the Diving 
Right of Epi/copacy, and Nullity of Presbyterian Ori 
dination; She chang'd not to that in Archbiſhog 


great Prelate ** are falſe and ſcandalous; and his} 
and Mr. Shaw's two Pamphlets to prove the Vali 7 
dity of Presbyterian Ordination from the Opinion 
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1 * Defence, p. . | Vind, | i s co pa 65 
5 * Defence, Pe 9, 20 P. 2 13 Ly G 8 f 
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139 


of the Church of England, are abſurd and ridi- 


culous. 


But if the Church of England then held the vali- | 


dity of Presbyterian Ordination, and not the Di- 


vine Right of Epiſcopacy, then his Reflexions on 


Mr. Cantrel are falſe and ſcandalous, Urrum Horum. 
But in truth, both the Reflexions on Archbiſhop 
Land, and Mr. Cantrel, may be juſtly eſteemed ſo, 
having no other Foundation but Ignorance and Ma- 
lice. Again, 3 8 
Mr. Cantrel and I aſſerted, that the Foreign 


Reformed Proteſtants highly approv'd of Epiſco- 


Pacy- - | | Eo 

F This Author denies it in his Vindication, p. 63. 
Partly owns it, dares not deny it, Def. p. 8. 
Mr. Shaw fays *tis falſe, p. 119. notoriouſly falſe, 

Append. p. 12. 4 5 

Pag. 14, 15. I. brought Calvin and Salmaſius to 


prove it, and referr'd to Books, where many Teſti- 


monies are colleted. _ | 
And now let the Reader ſee with his own Eyes, 

whether their Underſtanding, or Honeſty, or 

both, might not juſtly be queſtion'd; I profeſs I 


never ſaw any Thing equal to their lgnorance. or 


IJ Baſeneſs, but the Aſſurance with which they endea- 
vour to excuſe it; and to ſpeak plainly, their Prin- 
ciples are ſo Popiſh, and their Practice fo Jeſuitical, 
that had they a little more Learning and Wit, I 
WF ſhou'd ſuſpect them for Pop;ſh Prieſts ia Diſguiſe, 
it not being unuſual for ſuch to preach in a Puritan 
W Dreſs; as the Archbiſhop of Canterbury told King 
George they did in the Civil War; his Words are, 
* © The ( Popiſh) Prieſts then preach'd in a pu- 
* ritan. Dreſs, railed at Epiſcopacy, defended the 


Sermon before ths King on the laſt 30th of January, p. 26. | 
; A 2 a0. 962 ; 


© Covenant, 
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© Covmant, and had their Licences and Indulgences 
een ſo to do... .__:'.--. --.. 
If any deſire farther Satisfaction as to the Foreign 

| Proteſtants approving of Epiſcopacy,, they may 


meet with it in the Books here referred to. 
Dr. Wells Teſtimonies, &c. Chap. J. Vindication 
of the Principles of the Cyprianic. Age, Chap. 3. 


Stilling fleet's Unreaſonableneſs of Separation, p. 395, 


& c. Clarorum virorum Epiſtole, Edit. a Colomeſio, 
Lond. 1694. Ep. 15. Calv. Inſtit. Lib IV. c. 4. 
S IV. Beza de Diverſ. Grad. Cont, Sarav. Ban- 


 croft's Survey, Chap. 8. | 


l come now to the Fathers; and firſt for Iona- 
ius. Now concerning him, I charged this Au- 
thor, „ . 885 

1. With giving partial Qnotations from Ignatius. 
2. With not having ſeen his Epiſtles, 
3. With being groſly inconſiſtent about them. 
He owns the firſt, p. 12. Dares not deny the 


ſecond, p. 11. And I ſhall prove the third, by 


putting his Senſe in oppoſite Columns. - 
R ＋ Pag. 34. He ſays, 
12 TERS Several of them were 
en Ee bee | dan, x0 mf 
1 4 2 of the reſt of them miſe- 


Filer as genuine. rally corrupted. See much 


Now whether here be not an Inconiiſtency, I 


ſhall leave the Reader to judge; but whether it 


was occaſioned by Folly or ' Deſign, I ſhall leave 
him to determine; I was willing to impute it to 
the former, but if he will impute it to the latter, 
I ſhall not contend much about it; that it muſt 


— — rn rt —́— — — — — — — 
rr. I Vindig. 
; | 0 be 


/ 8 


be occaſioned by one of them, I am certain; for 


quote Ignatius as Argumentum ad Hominem ; tis 
if he knows not the Difference betwixt theſe 
two, I am ſure he converſes with his old Maſter 
Lilly to very little Purpoſe; but if he knows 
this, his Excuſe for his Ignorance makes him 
liable to a much worſe Charge than that of Ig- 
norance itſelf ; as well as his Shuffling about Igna- 
4. Wis really does. But | ſhall no longer inſiſt on 


an- Enatius, than juſt to ſhew that the Words 1 


gqooted from him, prove that Presbyters were 
fubjec to Biſhops, which this Author denies they 
na- WM do. Since I find him groſly ignorant both of the 
u- Epiſtles themſelves, and the different Editions of 


them 8 and tho' he dare not deny them to be 


genuine, reſolv'd not to own them to be ſo, it 


Ignatius is decretory againſt the Presbyterians, 
© therefore the Preshyterians are conſtantly Ene- 
r bs 

Part of the Words | quoted, and which I be- 
lieve ſufficient, were, * All follow the Biſpop 
© as Jeſus Chriſt does the Father, and the College 
© of Presbyters as the Apoſtles, and reverence 
© the Deacons as the Commandment of GO D. 
© Let no Man do any Thing which concerns the 


© Biſhop, it is neither lawful to baptize, nor to 
celebrate the, Feaſt of Charity. But that which 
© he approves, is well pleaſing to GOD. 
Now hence it plainly appears, that Biſhops 
were ſuperiour to Presbyters, and Presbyters ſub- 


* Ad Smyrn.. 9 VIII. 


—_— 


true he might, and as true that he did not, and 


being exactly as Mr. Dodwell ſaid, viz. © Becauſe 


© Church, without the Biſhop ------- without the 
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jeft to their Biſhop, ſince what he did was Valid 


ſuites, by which they draw ſome to, and 


Words were, 


1 2 11 8 a 1 2 — * VE W 1 
— — _ — — 2 a — — 
; | * . 


4 


4 : "Tc ' * 0 WEST: 
2 F % 
A * k 
1 * - — by 30 
. E 
7 y £ 
; 7 8 
6 1 
* 
s by % 
2 E c * 
- b - 7 * 
* * . ; . | $ 
£ * 
4 | 1 
/ 40 8 | 


without them, but nothing done by others Law- 

ful, except it was done by his Authority and 

Conſent. 40 „ 
But I ſhall here beg Leave to repeat my for- 


mer Words, * viz. Ignatius's Epiſtles are ge- 


* ders of, Biſhops, Prieſts, and Deacons; and 


lived, and converſed with the Apoſtles, fo 
that he could not be ignorant what Govern- 


© ment it was they inſtituted. ” And let this 
Author deny this if he dares, and diſprove it if 
he can. Pag. 12, 13. he denjes not, that the 
Piece he quoted as S. Ambroſe%is ſpurious, but 
ſays, *T:s all a Caſe whoever was the Author, as to 
what he brought it for; and ſeems angry this 


ſhould be imputed to his Ignorance. Sir, if you 


had rather have your Honeſty than Underſtand- 
ing queſtion d, I ſhall neither envy nor imitate 
your Conduct, and one or the other muſt be; 
for, whatever you pretend, tis no ſmall Crime 
to impoſe ſpurious Pieces on the Reader under 


the Cover of celebrated Names; ſince the Un- 
wary are oft by ſuch Appearances milled to their 


DeſtruQion, for which thoſe who give the Oc- 
caſion muſt expect ſeverely to anſwer ; and by 
the by, this is. the common Trick of the Fe- 
confirm 


* 


others in their Communion. 5 

And ſo I come to S. Ferome, and ſhall firſt re- 
peat what I faid before, and then vindicate it 
from what theſe Gentlemen offer againſt it. My 


* My Vind. pag. 20. 2 : | 
nd. 
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Jerome, and of him I think fit to obſerve, 
© Firſt, That in his greateſt Heat againſt Biſhops; 
he allows that they, have the ſole Power of Ordi- 
nation &; and this is granted by my Adverſary . 
erefore, according to 8. ee, Presbyteriar 
Ordinations are not valid. 
© Secondly, S. Jerome generally diſtinguiſhes: the 
hree Orders as we do, and ſays Biſhops l ſucs 
eed in the Place of the Apoſtles _ 
« Thirdly, S. Jerome makes Epiſcopacy as ancient 
as the Apoſtles; for he tells us, I that when 
dy the Inſtinct of the Devil Schiſms began, and they 
ſaid, 1 am of Paul, Jef Apollos, _ J of Cephas ; 
It was decreed all the World oves, that a Biſhop 
ſhould be ſet over Presbyters to govern the 
hurch, and prevent Schiſms. Now tis plain 
theſe Schiſms were thoſe. mentioned in the firſt 
of Gorinthians, firſt Chapter, which ſuffcientiy 
news the Antiquity of Epiſcopac . 
* Fourthly, S. Jerome gives the Biſhop alone the 
Power of Confirming ;, but his Words being very 
emarkable, I ſhall lay them before the Reader, 
and then make ſome Reflexions on them. In his 
Dialogue againſt the Luciferians, he brings in his 
Dif putants, arguing in this manner...4Lucif. Don't 
you know it to be the. Cuſtom of the Churches to lay 
Hands on Perſons — 5 4, and fo ivvocate t the Holy 


Tom. 2. 4d Evagrium. + Vind. P. 63. "i 4 Mar- 
linum ' adverſus Montanum. Tom. 2. Fol. 58. Comment. in 
2k. Tom. 5. Cap. 34. Lib. 11. Fol. 236. &c. paſſin. 8 
a Tom.. 9. Fol, 120. in Titum. Vid Pearſonii Dif. /. de ſuc- 
_ 3 Romæ Epiſcoporum in genere. Cap. 9 $ 12. 

ol 8 - 

« Lucif, An neſcis etiam Ecclefiarum hunc eſſe morem, us bap- 
atis poſtea manus e, & ita invocerur ſpititus ſanttus ? 


5 — 


A n ? 


ind, p. 20. I come now to their Favourite 8. = 
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© of the Apoſtles. But if there was no Scripture" A 
4 7 for it, yet the Conſent of the whole World 


there are many other things obſery'd in the 


| © Force of the written Word, ſuch as the Trin 


4 and lay Hands, and invocate the Holy G hoſt, « 


_ :» ** Secondly, That it was practis d by the wholeWorl; 
';- * Thirdly, That Biſhops alone had the Power t 
confirm; and this. is irrefragably prov'd by his no 
allowing Presbyters or Deacons to confirm in Ca 


what follows in this Dialogue. 


— ans >> . 


. Lafily, The Divine Inſtitution of Epiſcopa 
may, I think, hence be fairly inferred; for if Co 
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6 Spirit? Do you ack where iris written ? In the Act 


© this Matter would have the Force of a Precept. (Fo 
Church by Tradition, which have obtain d the 


© Immerſion in Baptiſm, &.) Orthod. I don't d. 
+ xy it to be the Churches Practice, for Biſhops tp g 


6 Perſons baptix d by Presbyters and Deacons in far d. 
Means. 7-05 197 Rr? 
Nou hence tis eaſy to inferr, 
- © Firſt, That S. Jerome thought Confirmation to b. 
of Divine Inſtitution” — 5 


* ſes of Neceſlity, as tis plain he does not fron 


Fourthiy, Here is a full Proof that Epiſcopa 
© was not Parochial, ſince the Biſhop viſited far 4 
* flant Towns in order to confirm. And. 


[1 


»„ 


is ubi ſcriptum fit ? Iu actibus Apoſtolorum. .Etiam ſi |, 
oritas non ſubeſſet, n0tius orbis in hanc partem conſenſ 
mig præcepti obtineret. (Nam © multa alia que per traditic 
in eccieſiis tbſervantur, autoritatem ſibi ſcriptæ legis uſurpaver 


velut in Iavacro ter caput mergitare, &c.) — Orthod. Nt 


quidem abnuo banc eſſe ecclefigrum conſuetudinem, ut 4d eos 1 
2 in minoribus urbibus per .Presbyteros & Diaconos baptiz« 


ſum, Epi Sad 1 . 2nd » 2 - F 
: 2 8 * invocationem ſancti ſpiritus mauum impaſit 


ialog. ad verſ. Lucifer. Tom. 2. Fol. 50. Edi 


Paris. 
|  firmatii 
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=... T7. 
© frmation was of Divine Right, and praQtis'd' by 
the whole World, and none could confirm but Bl. 
ſhops, as S. Jerome tells us, then there muſt always 
tha have been Biſhops, ſuperiour to Presbyters, en- 
a_—* dowed with tho the Power of Confirming. _ 
I come now to conſider what theſe Gentlemen 
di offer againſt my Arguments: And on my firſt Ob- 
z ſervation this Author hath theſe Words. 
P. 13. Now you will ſee the downright Falſity 
of this Aſſertion, by but reading over my 
* Words here referr'd to, which are theſe. Even 
FJerom, who liv'd in the Fourth Century, was 
to by © one of thoſe quick-ſighted Presbyterians, . who 
I prov'd from S. Paul's Writings, the Original 
* Parity and Identity of Biſhop and Pxesbyter. I 
* know ſome have objected againſt this, that Paſſage 
* of S. Ferame, Quid enim facit Epiſcopus, quod nor 
etiam faciat Presbyter, excepta Ordinatione. What 
does a Biſhap, that a Presbyter may not do alſo, 
except Ordination? I anſwer, Jerome muſt be 
© here underſtood. tò ſpeak according to the Cuſtom 
ef the Church in his Days, and for ſome time be- 
fore; but to underſtand him as if he meant that 
* Ordination does not belong to the presby ters 
Office, wou d be to make him contradict all the 
Argument and Proofs he had offer'd for the Ori- 
* ginal Parity of Biſhop and Presbyter. _ 
Now: here I cannot but.obſerve that this Author 
bas chang'd his own Words from — Jerome muſt | 
here be underſtood to'ſpeak with reſpect to the Cuſtom of . = 
the Church in his Days, and for ſome time before —= tO 
he ſpeaks — according to the Cuſtoni of the Church in 
bis Days. &c. which quite alters the Caſe,; for 
theſe two are as different, as the Saying this Na- 
tioa believes ſuch a Man to be its lawful King, 
1 C3 and 


N 


{ 


7 


"Foy. = 
and they ſpeak of him. as King, according to the 
Cuſtom of the Times; Is this fair Dealing? a2 

And now in Anſwer to his Argument, I ſay, 
that both S. Jerome allows Biſhaps have the ſole Power 
of Ordinati n, and that this Author granted, he did 
ſo. For, „ 7 Oe: SY 
1ſt, S. Jerome expreſly excludes Presbyters from 
 Ordaining: His Words (as above - cited) are; What 
does a Biſhop that a Presbyter may not do, except Or- 
dination? Now what Words could more fully 
ſhew that Presbyters have not Power, and that 


Biſhops have the ſole Powet to ordaia ; I think tis 


ſcarce poſſible to conceiye. 


* 


24h), This Author owned theſe Words * were 


to be undarſtood of Jerome's Days, and for ſome 
time before, which is more than I charg'd him 
with; ſince only ſaid that Fe*ome allow'd, and he 
granted, that Biſbꝛps have the ſole Power of Ordi- 
nation: (I ſaid not always had.) And that chere- 


fore, according to S. Jerome, Presbyterian Ordina- 


tions are not Valid, 


I might enlarge on this Matter; but 1 think 
what js ſaid ſufficieat Anſwer to his Argument; 


and therefore proceed to what he offers on my ſe- 


cond Obſervation. „ SS 
Nou he denies it not to be true ; but ſays, .I 
_ © ſay, that S. Jerome, and ſeveral other Fathers, ſay, 
© that Presbyters ſucceed in the Place of the Apo- 
ſtles; and therefore, ſince they ſpoke the ſame 
* thing, ſometimes of Biſhops,” and ſometimes of 


_ © Presbyters, they took em not to be diſtinct, but 
one and the Tame Order. 8 765 
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| To which Fu nn” 
I. Your Knowledge is ſo little, and your Credit 
fo ſmall, that we expect Proof of what you aſſert, 


before we believe you: And pray let your Proof 


- be ſuch, that Biſhops are not there ſaid to ſucceed 
ſome ſuperiour to the Apoſtles, where Presbyters 


are ſaid to ſucceed the Apoſtles; or elſe, it will 


be as impertinent and ridiculous as the Bringing in 


Pendle- Hill and Allhallows-Steeple was. Pag. 10 
2. The Argument here offered for the Parity of 
Biſhops and Presbyters (tho? *tis what the Diſſen- 
ters lay the greateſt Streſs on) is abſurd and ridicu- 
lous; as the Reader will ſee, when it is applied 
mutatis mut andis. 3 
Seperal Men ſay God is a Spirit. 
Several Men ſay an Angel is a Spirit. 1 
Therefore fince they ſpeak the ſame thing, ſometimes 


| in another. Inſtance, tho? in this Author's Words, 


1 if God, and ſometimes of an Angel, theytale them not | 


to be diſtintt, but one andthe ſame Being. 

And now if I have done his Argument any 
Wrong, let him fetch another Sentence from Li/y 
againſt me; but if l have repreſented it right, how 
much the more Ratienal and Juſt his Arguing is than 


< 


mine, let the Reader be Judge. . 


And here I have a fair Opportunity to obſerve: 
how fallacious'it is to argue from an Agreement in 


ſome Reſpects, to an Agreement in all; from the 


Applying the' ſame Word ſometimes to the ſame 


Perſons, to an Equality of thoſe Perſons in all Re- 
ſpects; and yet on this ſandy Foundation molt af 


the Presbyterian Arguments, to prove the Validity 


of their Ordinations are built. | 
In Anſwer to my third Obſervation, he pretends 
S. Jerome here only alludes to the Schifmatical Lau- 
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1. This Argument is taken from Plondel, and an- 
ſwered in the Place I referr'd to * : But this was 
not worth this Author's Notice, tha he often 


quotes the ſame Learned Author on other Ac+ 
counts. But, 3 rg 
2. S. Ferome's Words ſhew he meant the Schiſm 


at Corinth; and that for theſe Reaſons. 
Firſt, Becauſe he ſays when Schiſms began, and 


the People ſaid, lam of Paul Sc. Epiſcopacy was 
eſtabliſh'd. Now *tis plain this was at Corinth, 


and as plain that S. Jerome does not allude to their 
Schiſmatical Language, there not being the leaſt 
Grounds to think he does ſo, but much to the 
contrary. For, | ds 


Secondly, He ſays, When they thought thoſe they 
baptiz'd their own, rather than Chriſt's, it was decreed 
. all the World over, that one choſen from the Preby- 


ters ſhould be »ſet over the reſt, and take care of the 
Church. Now, as there was no Schiſm after that 
of Corinth, on Account of the Perſons ſo baptizing, 
to which S. Ferome's Words can be applied, nor. 


no ſuch Decree could be made after the- Apoſtles ; 
ſo conſequently it 15 the Ovrinthians S. Ferame 


And this might be confirm'd by ſeveral other 
Arguments; but as this. Anthor gives us no Rea- 
ſon for his Aſſertion, (when the Proof lies on his 


ſide) fo I doubt not but what is already ſaid will be 
thought a ſufficient Anſwer to him. 


* — —— — 


7 > 


* See thin Mark p. Il Tom. g- Foh 120. in Tit. 


+ Poſtquam * eos Juos baptigaverat ſuos yg 
von Cbriſti, in toto orbe decretum, ut unus de Presbyteris ele 
ſuperponeretur ceteris, ad quem omnis Eccleſiæ cura pertineret. Vid. 
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Tbey offer nothing farther againſt me till we 
come to the Fourth Inference: And here, 
Mr. Shaw ſays This] This Author owns it, 
© is no manner of Proof | to prove that Epiſco- 
© at all that Epiſcopa- | pacy was not Parochial 
cy was not Parochial, | but ſays, Jerome ſpeaks 
e ſince ſeveral Members | of the Cuſtom the 
© (of one Pariſh) might | Church in his Days: 
© be diſperſed at ſeveral ; And this is his An- 
, © Miles Diſtance, 4s ſome | ſwer to this and the fol- 
© of our large Pariſhes | lowing Inference. Def. 
e- . end. P. 14. (Pig 6. 
Now here theſe Gentlemen contradict one ano- 
ther; conſequently cannot be both in the right, 
tho they may be both in the Wrong; and that they 
are ſo 1 ſhall now ſhew. 1 „ 
Tho' I cannot but firſt deſire the Reader to con- 
ſider the Greatneſs of Mr. Shams Sagacity, who has 
given his Approbation to a Book which contra- 
dias his own, I could almoſt ſay, in every Parti- 
cular; and hence he may eaſily form a Judgment 
of Mr. Tong's, Mr. Robinſon's, and Mr. Oldfieid's 
Learning, who would give ſo large an Encomium 
on the poor Performance of ſuch a trifling Author. 


— 


ale, | EL 
1/t, 1 anſwer Mr. Shaw, that thoſe the Biſhop 
went to confirm were baptiz'd by others, Presby- 
ters or Deacons, who took care of the Places af + 
ſign'd by the Biſhop, but yet could not confirm, 
tho) in Caſes of Neceſſity; for this Power was re- 
ſerv'd to the Biſhop alone, and he us'd to go large 
Viſitations to diſcharge this Duty,; and if any one 
can read that Dialogue, and think the Biſhop had 
but one Pariſh under his Care, I am ſure he muſt * 
be ſtrangely - prejudic'd, or very weak, there 
being as full Proof that"Epiſcopary was = 
: | . then 
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then Pe ochial, as any Man can reaſonably: de- | 


- . 2dly, In Anſwer to this Author I ſay, that tis 1 


ſo evident that S. Jerome is here ſpeaking of all the 
preceding Ages of the Church, as well'as his own, 


that tis hence evident this Author has never. ſeen 


S. Jerome; for S. Ferame ſys, I there are many 


other things obere d in the Church by Tradition, and, 


that if Confirmation had not been commanded in Scri« 

pture, the Practice of the whole World would: have had 
the Force of a-Precept. What! wou'd S. Jerome ſay 
the Practice of his own Age would have had the 
Force of a Divine Precept? No, No! he all along 
argues from the Practice of the Church from 
the firſt Age down to his own, as any one 
may ſee in that Dialogue, or in the Wofds 
quoted in P. J. But this Author would make 
S. Jerome as weak as himſelf, who knows not the 
Difference betwixt a Minor and Conſequence, but 
denies the latter for the former in this very Page 16. 
Zut I could excuſe or overlook his Want of Gram- 


mar Logick, and Learning, as I oft have done, 
could I meet with Charity, Candor, or Honeſty, 


which I ſcarce ever have done. | 
l come now to the Propoſition I laid down, and 
challenged them to diſprove, telling them, it wonld 
be a proper Occaſion to ſhew their Skill in Antiquity, 
,,,, a 
© We have the ſame (if not better) Evidence «of 


© Epiſcopacy's being the Governmentof the Church, 


* ever ſince the Apoſtles, that we have for the Ca- 
© non of the Scripture. ENS 


Sto 88 4. .4 — ” * 7 ; Wh, 
"_ nnn q 


* See Dial. adverſ, Lucifer, Tom. 2. fol. 50. 
0 b a | | Now, 
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No this Abtior ys, 05 Shaw aps, 1 hors ; 
took this Verbatim out of row d it from Mr. Dod. 


. Dr. Monro's m—_— &c. well, without the leaſt 
fi p. 16, 18. Ns Notice, pend. p. 1 2. 


Ly 


make it, which has had ſo great and er Men 

However, if I bad 3 it en dhe of choſe 
Authors, yet brought no Arguments from them 
to prove what I aſſerted, and Twas ſtealing Ar- 


guments I charged them with. Let us now ſee 


what theſe Gentlemen offer 'againſt it. 
This Author “ does nothing but rail at it; 


which-is below my Notice. Mr. Shaw, after 4 
great deal of rude re offers the following E 


Argument.y" TAL 0 


Fotos will be impoſſible to prove the Divine | 
* ' Right of Epiſcopacy, till we have firſt- prov'd- 


* the Canon ry the Scriptures, from* whence” a- 
„lone that Divine Right can be argued; and 
how then is it ene to ee kur- Evi- 
5 dence, c. 3 11 „ THE 35 | | 

To which f anſwer; 


1, Mr. Sbam has left out the firſt Words of | 
the Propoſition, viz. The ſame —— and then ar- 
gues againſt it; and if Words may be left out 


at Pleaſure, it would be eaſy to make _ Bible 


teach Atheiſm, thee tis ag Ne her” th 4 Fool * 
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And I can tell them 1 took it from neither, 
tho” I: believe they both aſſerted the-ſame I have 
done, as many other Learned Men do; whence 
I hope! the Reader 'will-inferr, that it "is not ſo 
Aereſtable a Propoſition as theſe Gentlemen wou d 
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hath nes hte a It; vill Dn ors. 11 1 | 
60D. 


vine Right of Epiſcopacy is proved, ſince the 


; Anſwer to his Argum 


have that ENſacpary was the Government Ye the Church 


6; „ing Orders, Biſhops, Prieſts, and Deacons, (as 


1466 


# i # 


24y, 'Tis not "es suf, 8 that 110 Di- 


Matter of Fact here proves the Right, and that 
is atteſted by the Practice of the Apoſtles, and 
the Univerſal- nn of al the Primitive 
Writers. Ne | 


"2, Epiſcopacy bas the 7 * Gif ue 1 ) 
Evidevee. than the Canon. of: Scripture, ſince ſome 
Parts of the Nm Teſtament were donbted of by 
ſome, and deny d by others, whereas LENT: 
WAS allerted by all. - 4 

And this. I believe wil be thought s ſufficient 
ent, and therefore, tho 1 
chud eaſily. enlarge, ſhall: reſerve other Reaſons: 
till another Occaſion only muſt deſire theſe: Gen- 
tlemen to diſtinguiſh betwixt Authority and Evie 
dence, and then try if they can find more of 
che latter for the Canon. of. Scripture, = than we 


er ſince the. Apoſtles. | 
The next Thing taken Notice of, is the A 
gument I borrowed from Dr. Mel againſt: the I © 
Validity of Presbyterian Ordination, which 1 ſhall 
here repeat and vindicate. My Words were, 

* © At the Reformation there were three Di. 


©. there are in our Church) nom the ſecond Or- 
der, or Prieſts, had not then the Power of Or- 
 daining 3 5 but our Diſſeming Teachers have no 
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other Ordination but what they derive from 
© thoſe Priefts or Prezbyrers of the ſecond Order, 


* who had not then Power to Ordain 3 conſe- 


© quently the preſent Diſſemng Teachers Ordina- 


tions are not Yalid; being perform'd by Per- 


* ſons, who had no Lawful Power to Ordain. 

In Oppoſition to which, this Author (for Mr. 
Shaw offers nothing) has theſe Words, Defence, 
p r Jefive the Reader to take Notice, 


© that the Queſtion in Debate is, Whether Preſ- | 


* byters have the Power of Ordination, or No? And, 
to. prove the Negative, theſe Gentlemen tell 


5 „ US, that at the Reformation they had not that 
* Power —— therefore they never had ſuch a 


Power. * O clear Conſequence! © 

Now here this Author draws a ridiculous Con- 
Poa of his' own making, charges us with Jt, 
and then laughs at it. But I'N] put the two Con- 


*quenoes in different Columns. 


+4" The: Conſequen 
| draw, is in my Words, * 


ce we. 


aws, is, . There : ſent Diſſenting Teachers 
fore they ( Presby- | © Ordinations are not. 


ters) never had ſuch lid, being perform'd by 


e 2 Power. | |* Perſons, who had 0 
'E K I © Lawful Power to Or- 
ze ie 

„Bat ſince this Author calls this Argument of 
s de Worthy and Learned Dr, Wells the ſilyeft 
ever met with in this Controverſy. I will put ® 
„ Ito a Syhogiſm, and 1 challenge him, and all 
0 re in rb to anſwer it. 


De bo * 1 : 
far TY Ds : * 


The Conſequence he {© Conſequently, the pre- 
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CL. 28 1 
| Thoſe call'd- Preabyters at the Reformation: had 
ot Lawful Power to. Ordain. - _ 

Our Diſſenting Teachers derive; th eir Or din 
tion from thoſe called Prodeyere. at the Ref orma- 
tion. 

Therefore our Diſſenting. Tombs. 88 their 
Ordinations from thoſe who had not Lawful 
Foyer to Ordain, and comloguently.. are: not Lau. 
iu ordained. 
yo wry I ſhall now leave. the 3 to judge 

how ordinary this Author's. Sagacity is, or how 
little his Honeſty, who cou'd not, or wou'd not. 
ſee the Conſequence we draw, and that it evi- 
dently follows from the Premiſes which are ge. 
nerally allowed to be true: And if this be 
true Conſequence from true / Premiſes, as I an 
confident it is, then Presbyteriar Ordivations ar 
not Valid; and then according to their own Prin 
cCiples, they have neither Lamful Baptiſm, Sacr 
nent, Preaching, or Praying amongſt them; anc 
however ſevere this may ſeem, believe it wil 
be found true, and if ſo, tis the more to be con 
fider'd,4 becauſe it is ſevere; for ſome Errors ma 
be conniv'd at, becauſe not extremely prejudicia 
but here the Caſe is different, Eternity lies 
Stake, and our Salvation or Damnation depends o 
our preſent Conduct; for Truth varies not wit 
every Turn in state, nor will it be bended il 
Complaiſance to any Mortal's Condition, for tho 
who refuſe to conform themſelves to it, will ot 
Day find themſelves condemn'd by it. 
Now this Argument againſt their Ordinati 
is ſo plain. that the common Reader will be 6 
pable of judging of the Force of it; and yet 
concluſive, that nothing. needs be added to it 
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and if this be ſo, all their Arguments from Scri- © 
pture and Antiquity. are at once deſtroyed, the 
Chain of their Succeſſion being broke, (which 
they uſed to make neceſſary, as. well as we) they 


not being able to carry their's beyond the R- 


formation, when they ought to the Apoſtles. 


If the Reader deſires farther Satisfaction in this 


Point, he may meet with it in Dr. Wellis, and 
Mr., Pierce's' Comroverſial Papers, particularly in 


the Doctor's, Numb. 3, 4. where Mr. Pierce's 9th 
and Sth Letter referr d to by this Author, p. 19. 


Def. are fully anſwered: And if he reads Mr. 


Pierce, he will find almoſt all the Arguments this 


Author offers from Scripture; and wou'd it not 
be tedious, I think I cou'd mention where every 


Arguments he offers may be met with, only put 
into worſe Method and Language by him. 


4s for his Ignorance in Antiquity, I believe L 


have given the Reader ſufficient Proof of it ; 
however hope he will excuſe my giving one In- 


ſtance of it from his own Words. | charged him 


with ſhameful Ignorance about Cornelius, and he 


now tells us, p. 21. He does not bluſh to own, 


© that when he wrote the Vindication, he had 
© not read that Epiſtle, nor cou'd he tell where. 


to find 1 5 And ſays F before, Mr. Cantrell 


did not tell him in which of Corneliuss Writings 


the Thing mention'd was to be found. 
And is not this a proper Perſon to abuſe the 


Fathers, and reflect pn Exfebius, who knows not 


what Writings the Fathers have Extant, nor what 
is contain'd in Euſebius? And tho' this is ſuffi- 
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cient to vindicate what 1 ſaid. Since 1 neither 

undertook Mr. CantrelPs Vindication, nor to an- 

Cer all this Author had offered, yet 1 will bere 

give a ſhort Account of this Natter, and then draw 
ſome Inferences from it. 

Novatian a Presbyter of Rome, 8 Biſhop K. 
b;an's Deceaſe ſet up for Biſhop in Oppoſition to Cor- 
nelius; Cornelius was duly elected and conſecrated ; 

4 however, Novatian had ſeveral Presbyters of his 
Party, and under Pretence of com poſing Matters, 
drew three weak Biſhops from a Corner of hay, 
and then * managed them, ſo that they ordai 
him Biſhop. One of the Three ſoon repented, 200 
was receiv'd to Lay-Communion ; the other Two 
were depos'd, and others ordain d in their Room 4 
Novatian was condemn'd as a Schiſmatick, and 
the other Biſhops refus'd to join in Communion 
15 with him, it being the Primitive Principle and 
— Practice to hold, that there was but one Biſhop in 
15 one City, agreeable to Cornelius Words on this 
* Occaſion, which are, T This Vindicator of Re- 
* Iigion then was ignorant that there onght. to 
” be one Biſhop in a Catholick Church, in which 
7 (be ſpeaks of the Church of Rome) he knew, 
for how cou'd he be ignorant of that, that | 
there are forty ix Frerbyters, ſeven Deacons, 
 *{thbe under at are then 19 with above 
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c * fſteen handing Widows and Afflicted all main · 
in' d by the Church. 
7 — this Account theſe laferences vin natu- 
rally be nne 1 


Ant, Hence it apf rs, had Biſhops and Pref: 
byters were two Diſtin& Orders, and that the 
latter had not Power to Ordain'; for tho“ Vo. 
vatian was a Presbyter, yet he wanted a new Or- 
dination to make him a Biſhop, and tho” he had 
ſeveral Presbyters of his Parry, yet they not having 
. Power to Ordain him, he was forc'd to procure 
three Biſhops from a remote Place, to Ordain 
him 2- Biſhop.” 
| —— Hence it appears, that there was then 
but one Biſhop in a Church, and that whoever 
was ordain'd to a full See was a Schiſmatick; 
8 from Nougtiai's being, condemn'd as 
uch. 
Tyhirdly, W it appears, that whoever or- 
dain'd another to a full See, or ſet up an Anti- 
Biſhop- were Schiſmaticks; this appears from 
the Tauern inflicted on thoſe who ordaind 


Novatian. . WII 18 
Fourthly, Fro tlie After-PraQtice of the Church 
with reſpe& to Sncceſſors of Novatian, it 


appears that Anti. Biſhop became not. a true 
Biſhop on the Dexeaſe of the true Biſhop, but 
that all Anti-Biſnops and their Succeſſors were 
look'd on as Schiſmaticks, whilſt the Church 
contimid the Regular Succeſſion, unleſs they 
were receiv'd into the Church by their own. Re- 
pentance, or the -Chureh's' Favour. 

No as the Primitive Principles were agree« 
able- to. what is contained: in the three laſt infe- 


- Fences, 


rences, ſo 1 ſhou'd his wit 1 if any of thoſe 
Gentlemen, who are ſo nearly concern'd in _ 
 wou'd convince us by Scripture, Antiquity, or 
Reaſon, that our Practice ought not to be agręe- 
able to them, it being a Matter of the laſt Con- | 
ſequence, and well worth. the Conſideration | of 


E 


the ableſt Hand. But to retour, 97 
Laſtly, Here is a full Proof that Exiſcinpory: was 
not Polchia in the Third Century, as both theſe 
Authors have frequently aſſerted; it being im- 
poſſible for ſo many Chriſtians, as "there: muſt be 
to maintain a Biſhop, forty ſix Presbyters, ſeven 
Deacons, and an hundred inferiour Church · Off- 
cers, with fifteen hundred Poor, to meet in one 
Place, eſpecially: in Times of Perſecution: Nay, 
the very Perſons maintain'd were too many for 
one Congregation, and what then muſt we think 
of them, with thoſe who maintain'd them too; 
certainly they were too many for one Congre- 
gation, when the Tenth Part -con'd not meet 
without being diſcover'd, nor be difcover'd: with- 
out Hanger of Dent. * now: having me 
TT Arie : 
f, That there was but « one Biſhop- in one 
City, | tho? there were ee n in e 


Third, Century. 5 4% of, 09% W 
116, A-Fi8 155 2355 
24%, That Predbyters bad not beg Power 1 10 
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34%, That Epiſcopacy was TI Parochial... 
ie wht a0 Longer; cn tide Mather, . 
the Reader to Ewſeb. Lib. VI. Cup. 39, &c. 


97. Ep. 51, 5 35 59. or males ian 
But 


An. 25¹z 252. 
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But ſince I have mention d S. Cyprian, it may 
not be improper to anſwer an Argument this 
Author mentions taken from his 35th Ep, (59 Ed, 
Oran) which I ſhall put into the Method it ought 
to be, and then anſwer it. 
F Cyprien. writing to Cornelius gives 4 Share to 
the Presbyters with the Biſnop in the Preſidency, 
or Government of the Church, therefore they 
were not Subject to Cornelius, or govern'd by him as 


4 


their Dioceſan. . "Tn 

\ 4 To which L uuſes 35 | 3353 
Firſt Some MSS *M{þreſidents) preſiding, have 
(preſents 3. preſent, and if this Reading be admit- 
ted, his Argument falls. 3 
_ «Secondly, Allowing his Reading to be Right, his 
Argament is of no. Force, ſince we readily allow 
that Pr esbyters then did, and now do prefide with 
the Biſhop, over the People, tho” with the People 

they are Subject to the Biſhop. | Th: 

Thirdly, The Paſſage at large proves the direct 
contrary, to what he brings it for; ſince Corneli- 
uss reading Cyprian's Letter to his. Presbyters was 
a Matter of Favaur, not of Right: The Words 
are; X And, tho) I know, Dear Brother, that out of | 
the mutual Love we have, and ſhew one another, that 
you always read my Letters to your flouriſhing Clergy, 
preſiding (or preſent) with you, and to the Holy, and 


———— 


tet... 


* Et quanquan ſciam, frater, chariſſime, pro mutua dileFione 
quam debomus & exbibemus . invicem nobis, floremiſſimo i lic 
der tecum præſidemi, & ſanttiſſimæ atque ampliſſimæ plebi 
gere te ſemper literas noſtras; tamen nunc c admoneo 
yeto, ut quod alias ſponte © bonorifice ſacis etiam petente me 
Fit, Ge. : HE . | 

See Oxford Fdit. Ep. 59. 

7 Def. p · 20, 22. F | 
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numerous People, yet I now adviſe and deſire, that you 
would now do, that at my Requeſt, which you uſually 
do for my Honour, that this Letter of mine being 
read, if there be any Poyſon inſtild into the Bre- 
thren, it may be eradicated out of their Minds. 
Now, whether this Paſſage be to the Advantage 
of his Cauſe. I ſhall leave the Reader to determine; 
dare ſay, if one of our Biſhops ſhould write to ano- 
ther, giving him an Account of the Roguery of 
ſome Presbyters, deſiring him to read his Letter to 
the Clergy preſiding with him, and to the People, 
to prevent their being impogs'd on by them, this 
Author would ſcarce think the Biſhop the Letter 
came to was, for this Reaſon, on the Level with 
his own Presbyters. | > Ee NG 
But when a Man is bigotted to a Party, and reſol- 
ved to ſupport a Cauſe, right or wrong, he muſt be 
| often forc'd to uſe ſuch trifling Arguments, eſpeci- 
ally if he knows ſo little, that he muſt take things 
on Truſt, and glean up Scraps of learned Writers, 
where- ever he can meet with them, which he is 
(almoſt) ſure to miſapply for want of underſtand- 
ing the Context, Scope, and Diction of the Au- 
thor, which is theſe Gentlemens Misfortune, who, 
I dare ſay, have neither of them read one Father 
we are concern'd with, notwithſtanding their Pre- 
tences to Skill in Antiquity, and Quotations from 
them; the very Epiſtle this Author quotes for his 
Cauſe, containing a full Proof againſt it, as might 
eaſily be made appear: But as, I think, I have al- 
ready offered enough in Anſwer to their Arguments 
for the Reader's Satisfaction, if he is not obſtinate- 
IV bent to believe what they ſay; and, for their 
Conviction, if they are not rivetted yo their Er- 
rors, fo I ſhall cloſe up the whol@fEpiſcopacy, 
in the Words of the Learned Biſhop * 
EY VV Whole 
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whoſe Judgment they have frequently expreſsd 
a great Veneration ; and I wiſh his Opinion may 
have the good Effect to engage them to embrace 


ö | 
it, which I wou'd not deſire, did I not ſincerely 

believe what he ſays to be True, and that it is 
their Indiſpenſible Duty to conform to that Go- 


vernment which he declares to be Apoſtolical. 
* Hie Wurde are,, f, oe 
Ido verily believe (the Epiſcopal Form of 
Government) was begun by the Apoſtles, and 
was continued down in an uninterrupted Suc- 


f | SU 
* ceſlion in all parts of the Chriſtian World to 
7 


our Days; and I look on it as the greateſt and | 
Abeſt Expedient poſſible for the Advancement of 1 
© the Chriſtian Religion, for preſerving =Y ' I 


| © teſtant- Religion, and for carrying on the mai 
Ends of all true Religion; I mean, the Reforms, 
ing of Mens Lives and Converſations 
And now, Gentlemen, having anſwered. your 
Arguments 1 muſt a little apply to vou Perſons 3 
You, my Antagoniſts, have loaded me with Scan- 
dalous Language without any juſt Provocation, 
and charged me with deteſtable Errors gvithout 
any Proof; and you Mr. Tong, Mr. Robin, and 
Mt. Oldfield, have coqntenanc'd ſome of the\things 
by your Approbation,ggand as much as in your 
Power recommended Mr. Shaw's Errors for Truth, 
and his Anſwers as ſatisfactory, and conſequent- 
ly are oblig'd either to maintain his Cauſe, and 
Arguments, or recant your publick Recom- 
mendation of them. But what is much worſe 
than this, you all abett a Schiſm without any 
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* The. Hiſta of the Rights of Princes, in the diſpoſing Eecle- 
iaſtical Benefices, und Church Lands, Pref. p. 19%. 
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(Goſpel without any fal Sac. Now as 
*theſe re Matters of che greateſt Importance to 
lo them your moſt ſerious Conſideration; and! 
neither let Intereſt, on the one Hand, nor Pride 
on the other, prevent your correcting thoſe 
Errors into which you have fallen, or acknow- 
'Iedging to the World wherein you have been 
+ miſled. But if neither my Requeſt, nor the 
. "Careof your own Souls ; if neither Charity to 
che Members of the Eſtabliſn d Church, nor the 
'Regard you ought to have for thoſe of your 
'own 'Perfuaſion, can engage you to ſeek after 
Truth with Sincerity, Write for it with Cha- 
'rity, aud embrace it like Chriſtians; I muſt 
Tell you, you are unjuſt to me, Deceivers to 
your People, and Traytors to your Gd. 
But tp ſum up the Whole for the ſake of 
my Reader. Vou have ſeen, Reader, Mr. Shaw 
Firſt, undertaking to prove the Vulidity of (a) 
:Duprifms udminiſtred by them, and then denying 
that ( be ever preremded to it: yon have ſeen 
Him Writing for the - Popjſh Principle of the 
Validity of Lay- Baptiſm (Y, and yet charging 
his Adwerſaries with () , Popery for Writing 
againſt it; then denying ( he ever writ for 
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a) The Val 1 Ge. . - | 
(b) Pag. * 7.3 | 
(e) Pag. 6. | | 
e oof the the Ghurc 1 4. is 


1 . it, 


is and yet b Aﬀettiag if” You 4 0 
nively Aſſerting Things for 1600 Years, | 
= n Denying he had any thing vo «do with 
_ thole Aſſertions, Kr 

You have ſeen this Learned Author, confiding: N 
iy quoting (4) from the Fathers, and rudely 
reflecting on them, yet owning (he knows not 
what Writings they haue extaut, you have ſeen 
him quote a ſpurious: Piece as (c) Genuine, then 
_ pretending tis 4 = Cafe, whether tis ſo or nas 
You have (e 4) ſeen him quote Enæius as genu- 
ine, then pretending he 1s ſpurious, (.) and 
then leaving it doubtful which Side he is for. 
| You have ſeen them both undertaking to prove 
the Validity of Presbyterian Ordination from 
the Opinion of the Church of England, yet own» 
ing the Church of England holds directly the 
contrary. (2) And Laſtly, You have ſeen them 
contradict the Reformed Abroad, (h) one ano- 
ther, nay themſelves. And * Mr, Shaw is an 
Author fit to be rece 2 ended by the moſt Emi- 
nent of their 1 | ch ang ſhews their 
Cauſe to be very weak, or Gentlemen's 
Senſe, or Honeſty very little; who wou'd be fo 


#laviſh in their Praiſes of that Book, which ſo 


little deſerves itz but ſince thoſe Gentlemen 
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(a) Vindic. p. 26, 36, 59. 
(b) Defence, 7 1s 2 
(c) Pag. 1202 


(d e) See page * 7 this. 


f) Pa | 
5 ) Defence, p. 9. 9% - the Fulgmem of the Church, dec. 5. 6 | 
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18 s, tis expected theß 
ement and Arguments of thoſe 
they commend; and if they have ee | 
offer in Oppoſition to what I have advanc'd from 
Scripture, Antiquity, Reaſon, and the Church of 
Englend againſt the Validity of Lay-Baptiſm, and 
from Antiquity and Reaſon agaiaſt the Validity 


have made themk 


of Presbyterian Ordination let them produce it, 


ſince otherwiſe the moſt partial to them cannot 


dut impute their Silence to the Weakneſs of 


their Cauſe; and I muſt tell the Reader, that 
whatever Allowances GOD may make to the 


Miſled, the Obſtinate have no Pretence to ex- 
pect his Mercy: He tha knows his Maſter” 
Will and doth it nat, ſhall. mat 
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